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Intellectuals, the New Public Soheres, and Techno-Politics 
By 
Douglas Kellner 


The category of the intellectual, like everything else these days, is highly 
contested and up for grabs. Zygmunt Bauman contrasts intellectuals as legislators 
who wished to legislate universal values, usually in the service of state institutions, 
with intellectuals as interpreters, who merely interpret texts, public events, and 
other artifacts, deploying their specialized knowledge to explain or interpret things 
for publics (1987; 1992). He thus claims that there is a shift from modern 
intellectuals as legislators of universal values who legitimated the new modern social 
order to postmodern intellectuals as interpreters of social meanings, and thus 
theorizes a depoliticalization of the role of intellectuals in social life. 


|, however, want to make another distinction between functional intellectuals 
who serve to reproduce and legitimate the values of existing societies contrasted to 
critical-oppositional intellectuals who oppose the existing order. Sometimes 
oppositional intellectuals voice their criticisms in the name of existing values which 
they claim are being violated (i.e. truth, rights, rule by law, justice, etc.) and 
sometimes in the name of values or ideas which are said to be higher potentialities 
of the existing order (i.e. participatory democracy, socialism, genuine equality for 
women and blacks, ecological restoration, etc.). Functional intellectuals were earlier 
the classical ideologues, whereas today they tend to be functionaries of parties or 
interest groups, or mere technicians who devise more efficient means to obtain 
certain ends, or who apply their skills to increase technical knowledge in various 
specialized domains (medicine, physics, history, etc.) without questioning the ends, 
goals, or values that they are serving, or the social utility or disutility of their 
activities. 


Functional intellectuals are thus servants of existing societies who are specialists 
in legitimation and technical knowledge, while oppositional intellectuals are critics 
who struggle to create a better society. Critical intellectuals were traditionally those 
who utilized their skills of speaking and writing to denounce injustices and abuses of 
power, and to fight for truth, justice, progress, and other universal values. In the 
words of Jean-Paul Sartre (1974: 285), "the duty of the intellectual is to denounce 
injustice wherever it occurs." For Sartre, the domain of the critical intellectual is to 
write and speak within the public sphere, denouncing oppression and fighting for 
human freedom and emancipation. On this model, a critical intellectual's task is to 
bear witness, to analyze, to expose, and to criticize a wide range of social evils. The 
sphere and arena of the critical/oppositional intellectual is the word, and his or her 
function is to describe and denounce injustice wherever it may occur. 


The modern critical intellectual's field of action was what Habermas (1989) called 
the public sphere of democratic debate, political dialogue, and the writing and 
discussion of newspapers, journals, pamphlets, and books. Of course, not all 
intellectuals were critical or by any means progressive. With the rise of modern 
societies, there was a division between physical and mental labor, and intellectuals 
became those who specialized in mental labor, producing and distributing ideas and 
culture, with some opposing and some legitimating the established forms of society. 


Thus, intellectuals were split into those critical and oppositional individuals who 
opposed injustice and oppression, as contrasted to functional intellectuals who 
produced technical knowledge that served the existing society and those producers 
of ideology who legitimated the forms of class, race, and gender domination and 
inequality in modern societies. In the following reflections, | want to discuss some 
challenges from postmodern theory to the classical conceptions of the critical- 
oppositional intellectual and some of the ways that new technologies and new 
public spheres offer new possibilities for democratic discussion and intervention, 
which call for a redefinition of the critical intellectual. Consequently, | will discuss 
some changes in the concept of the public sphere and how new technologies and 
new spheres of public debate and conflict suggest some new possibilities for 
redefining intellectuals in the present era. 


The Public Sphere and the Intellectual 


Democracy involves a separation of powers and popular participation in 
governmental affairs. During the era of the Enlightenment and 18th century 
democratic revolutions, public spheres emerged where individuals could discuss and 
debate issues of common concern (see Habermas 1989). The public was also a site 
where criticism of the state and existing society could circulate. The institutions and 
spaces of the 18th century democratic public sphere included newspapers, journals, 


and a press independent from state ownership and control, coffee houses where 
individuals read newspapers and engaged in political discussion, literary salons 
where ideas and criticism were produced, and public assemblies which were the 
sites of public oratory and debate. 


Bourgeois societies split, of course, across class lines and different class factions 
produced different political parties, organizations, and ideologies with each party 
attracting specialists in words and writing known as intellectuals. Oppressed groups 
also developed their own insurgent intellectuals, ranging from representatives of 
working class organizations, to women like Mary Wollstonecraft fighting for 
women's rights, to leaders of oppressed groups of color, ethnicity, sexual 
preference, and so on. Insurgent intellectuals attacked oppression and promoted 
action that would address the causes of oppression, linking thought to action, theory 
to practice. Thus, during the 19th century, the working class developed its own 
oppositional public spheres in union halls, party cells and meeting places, saloons, 
and institutions of working class culture. With the rise of Social Democracy and 
other working class movements in Europe and the United States, an alternative 
press, radical cultural organizations, and the spaces of the strike, sit-in, and political 
insurrection emerged as sites of an oppositional public sphere. 


Intellectuals in modern societies were thus conflicted beings with contradictory 
social functions. The classical critical intellectual -- represented by figures like the 
French Enlightenment ideologues, Thomas Paine, Mary Wollstonecraft, and later 
figures like Heine, Marx, Hugo, Dreyfus, Du Bois, Sartre, and Marcuse -- was to speak 
out against injustice and oppression and to fight for justice, equality, and the other 
values of the Enlightenment. Indeed, the Enlightenment itself represents one of the 
most successful discourses of the critical individual, a discourse and movement 
which assigns intellectuals key social functions. And yet conservative intellectuals 
attacked the Enlightenment and its prodigy the French Revolution and produced 
discourses that legitimated every conceivable form of oppression from class to race, 
gender, and ethnic domination. 


Against the EN and Sartre's model of the committed intellectual who is engaged 
for freedom (engagé), Michel Foucault complained that Sartre represented an ideal 
of the universal intellectual who fought for universal values such as truth and 
freedom, and assumed the task of speaking for humanity (1977). Against such an 
exalted and in his view exaggerated conception, Foucault militated for a conception 
of the specific intellectual who intervened on the side of the oppressed in specific 
issues, not claiming to speak for the oppressed, but to intervene as an intellectual in 
specific issues and debates. 


Foucault's conception of the specific intellectual has been accompanied within a 
new postmodern politics with a turn toward new social movements as the domain 
of contemporary politics (Laclau and Mouffe 1985), replacing the state and the 
national realm of party politics. For a postmodern politics, power is diffuse and local 
and not merely to be found in macroinstitutions like the workplace, the state, or 
patriarchy. Macropolitics that goes after big institutions like the state or capital is to 
be replaced by micropolitics, with specific intellectuals intervening in spheres like 
the university, the prison, the hospital, or for the rights of specific oppressed groups 
like sexual or ethnic minorities. Global and national politics and theories are rejected 
in favor of more local micro politics, and the discourse and function of the 
intellectuals is seen as more specific, provisional, and modest than in modern theory 
and politics, subordinate to local struggles rather than more ambitious projects of 
emancipation and social transformation. 


In my view, such a binary distinction between macro and micro theory and 
politics is problematical, as are absolutist commitments to either modern or 
postmodern theory tout court (Best and Kellner 1991 and 1997). Using the example 
of the events of 1989 that saw the collapse of communism, for instance, it is clear 
that the popular offensives against oppressive communist power combined micro 
and macropolitics, moving from local and specific struggles rooted in union halls, 
universities, churches, and small groups to mass demonstrations forcing democratic 
reforms and even classical mass insurrection aiming at an overthrow of the existing 
order, as in Romania. In these struggles, intellectuals played a variety of roles and 
deployed a diversity of discourses, ranging from the local and specific to the national 
and general. 


Thus, whereas | would argue that postmodern theory contains important criticism 
of some of the illusions and ideologies of the traditional modern intellectual, it goes 
too far in rejecting the classical role of the critical intellectual. Moreover, | shall 
suggest that some of the modern conception of the critical and oppositional 
intellectual remains useful. | would, in fact, reject the particular/universal 
intellectual dichotomy in favor of developing a normative concept of the critical 
public intellectual. The public intellectual -- on this conception -- intervenes in the 
public sphere, fights against lies, oppression, and injustice and fights for rights, 
freedom, and democracy a la Sartre's committed intellectual. But a democratic 
public intellectual on my conception does not speak for others, does not abrogate or 
monopolize the function of speaking the truth, but simply participates in discussion 
and debate, defending specific ideas, values, or norms or principle that may be 
particular or universal. But if universal, like human rights, they are contextual, 
provisional, normative and general and not valid for all time. Indeed, rights are 
products of social struggles and are thus social constructs and not innate or natural 


entities -- as the classical natural rights theorists would have it. But rights can be 
generalized, extended, and can take universal forms -- as with, for instance, a UN 
charter of human rights that holds that certain rights are valid for all individuals -- at 
least in this world at this point in time. 


Consequently, one does not need all of the baggage of the universal intellectual 
to maintain a conception of a public or democratic intellectual in the present era. 
Intellectuals may well seek to occupy a higher ground than particularistic interests, a 
common ground seeking public interests and goods. But intellectuals should not 
abrogate the right to speak for all and should be aware that they are speaking from 
a determinate position with its own biases and limitations. Moreover, intellectuals 
should learn to get out of their particular frame of reference for more general ones, 
as well as to be able to take the position of the other, to empathize with more 
marginal and oppressed groups, to learn from them, and to support their struggles. 
To perpetually criticize oneself, to develop the capacity for self-reflection and 
critique -- as well as self-expression -- is thus part of the duty of the democratic 
intellectual. 


New Technologies, New Public Spheres, and New Intellectuals 


In the following discussion, | will argue that although the public intellectual should 
assume new functions and activities today, the critical capacities and vision of the 
classical critical intellectual are still relevant, thus | suggest building on models of the 
past, rather than simply throwing them over, as in some types of postmodern 
theory. | want to suggest that rethinking the intellectual and the public sphere today 
requires rethinking the relationship between intellectuals and technology. 


In a certain sense, there was no important connection between the classical 
intellectual and technology. To be sure, intellectuals -- especially scientific scholars 
like Leonardo de Vinci, Galileo, or Darwin -- deployed technologies and entire groups 
like the British Royal Society were concerned with technologies and were indeed 
often inventors themselves. Some intellectuals used printing presses and were 
themselves printers and many, though not all, of the major intellectuals of the 20th 
century probably used a typewriter, though | personally know of no major studies of 
the relationship between the typewriter and intellectuals. Yet a classical intellectual 
did not have to intrinsically deploy any specific technology and there was thus no 
intimate connection between intellectuals and technology. 


| now want to argue that in the contemporary high-tech societies there is 
emerging a significant expansion and redefinition of the public sphere and that these 
developments, connected primarily with media and computer technologies, require 
a reformulation and expansion of the concept of critical or committed intellectual, 


as well as a redefinition of the public intellectual. Earlier in the century, John Dewey 
envisaged developing a newspaper that would convey "thought news," bringing all 
the latest ideas in science, technology, and the intellectual world to a general public, 
which would also promote democracy (see the discussion of this project in Czitrom 
1982: 104ff). In addition, Bertolt Brecht and Walter Benjamin (1969) saw the 
revolutionary potential of new technologies like film and radio and urged radical 
intellectuals to seize these new forces of production, to "refunction" them, and to 
turn them into instruments to democratize and revolutionize society. Sartre too 
worked on radio and television series and insisted that "committed writers must get 
into these relay station arts of the movies and radio" (1974: 177; for discussion of his 
Les temps modernes radio series, see 177-180). 


Previously, radio, television, and the other electronic media of communication 
tended to be closed to critical and oppositional voices both in systems controlled by 
the state and in private corporations. Public access and low power television, and 
community and guerilla radio, however, open these technologies to intervention 
and use by critical intellectuals. For some years now, | have been urging progressives 
to make use of new communications broadcast media (Kellner 1979; 1985; 1990; 
1992) and have in fact been involved in a public access television program in Austin, 
Texas since 1978 which has produced over 600 programs and won the George 
Stoney Award for public affairs television. My argument was that radio, television, 
and other electronic modes of communication were creating new public spheres of 
debate, discussion, and information and that intellectuals who wanted to engage 
the public, to be where the people were at, and who thus wanted to intervene in the 
public affairs of their society should make use of these new media technologies and 
institutions, and develop new communication politics and new media projects. 


In fact, one can argue that the victory of Reagan and the Right in the United 
States in 1980 was related to the Right's effective mobilization of conservative 
intellectuals and their use of television, radio, fax and computer communication, 
direct mailings, telephones, and other sophisticated political uses of new 
technologies, as well as more traditional print media. Furthermore, one could argue 
that Clinton's victory over Bush in 1992, and the surprising success of the Perot 
campaign, were related to effective uses of communication technologies. And more 
recently in the U.S., the Republican and rightwing success in the 1994 elections can 
be related to their use of talk radio, computer bulletin boards, and other 
technologies. Indeed, Newt Grinrich, William Bennett, and other conservatives have 
made very effective use of public access television, radio, computer networks, book 
promotion tours with high media exposure, and other technologies to promote their 
ideas. Yet it is generally acknowledged that the Clinton administration deployed 
much more effective communications politics in the 1996 election than the Dole 


campaign. Effective CU politics are thus now essential to political success in national 
and local conflicts and often which side has the most effective politics of CU wins the 
struggle in question. 


Consequently, | would argue that effective use of technology is essential in 
contemporary politics and that intellectuals who wish to intervene in the new public 
spheres need to deploy new communications media to participate in democratic 
debate and to shape the future of contemporary societies and culture. My argument 
is that first broadcast media like radio and television, and now computers have 
produced new public spheres and spaces for information, debate, and participation 
that contain both the potential to invigorate democracy and to increase the 
dissemination of critical and progressive ideas -- as well as new possibilities for 
manipulation, social control, and the promotion of conservative positions. But 
participation in these new public spheres -- computer bulletin boards and discussion 
groups, talk radio and television, and the emerging sphere of what | call cyberspace 
democracy require critical intellectuals to gain new technical skills and to master 
new technologies. 


| am thus suggesting that intellectuals in the present moment must master new 
technologies and that there is thus a more intimate relationship between 
intellectuals and technology than in previous social configurations. To be an 
intellectual today involves use of the most advanced forces of production to develop 
and circulate ideas, to do research and involve oneself in political debate and 
discussion, and to intervene in the new public spheres produced by broadcasting 
and computing technologies. New public intellectuals should attempt to develop 
strategies that will use these technologies to attack domination and to promote 
education, democracy, and political struggle -- or whatever goals are normatively 
posited as desirable to attain. There is thus an intrinsic connection in this argument 
between the fate of intellectuals and the forces of production which, as always, can 
be used for conservative or progressive ends. 


Toward a Radical Democratic Techno-Politics 


A revitalization of democracy in capitalist societies will therefore require a 
democratic media politics. Such a politics could involve a two-fold strategy of, first, 
attempting to democratize existing media to make them more responsive to the 
"public interest, convenience, and necessity." In the United States, the media 
watchdog group FAIR (Fairness and Accuracy in Media) has developed this 
alternative, criticizing mainstream media for failing to assume their democratic and 
journalistic responsibilities and calling for an expansion of voices and ideas within 
the media system. Another strategy involves the development of oppositional 
media, alternatives to the mainstream, developed outside of the established media 


system. On my view, both strategies are necessary for the development of a 
democratic media politics and it is a mistake to pursue one at the neglect of the 
other. 


Developing a radical democratic media politics thus involves continued relentless 
criticism of the existing media system, attempts to democratize and reform it, and 
the production of alternative progressive media. On my account, democratizing our 
media system will require expansion of the alternative press, a revitalization of 
public television, an increased role for public access television, the eventual 
development of a public satellite system, democratized computer networks, and 
oppositional cultural politics within every sphere of culture, ranging from music to 
visual to print culture. 


Community and Low-Power Radio 


Community radio has long provided an alternative set of voices to the highly 
commercialized mainstream radio. Citizen-band (CB) and short-wave radio allows 
individuals to directly communicate with each other. Many countries have also 
experimented with low-power community radio, which enables groups to actually 
bring individuals out of their homes to public places to engage in discussion or 
communal activity. Low-power radio enables individuals to directly communicate 
with their neighbors through call-in telephone connections, or through discussions 
in nearby studios, and thus provide democratic and participatory institutions (see 
Box 3). 


Low-power radio, however, is subject to quick suppression by the state, as 
happened in Japan which had an extensive low-power radio culture in play that was 
shut-down almost overnight when the state outlawed low-power broadcasting. In 
the U.S., there have been some low-power radio experiments, but the government 
too has cracked down on these local attempts to democratize radio. A democratic 
media politics should thus struggle for low-power radio and to increase the 
possibilities of direct communication through radio technology. 


Ironically, despite the higher costs of television technology, there are probably 
more immediate possibilities for democratic alternative television than in radio. As 
mentioned, while low-power radio technologies are relatively inexpensive, they are 
easily suppressed by a state which opposes democratic and free-wheeling 
communication. Community radio has been curtailed by saturation of FM and AM 
frequencies and in most places there is simply not room for legal community radio 
stations. During the early 1990s in Austin, Texas, for instance, a vicious battle took 
place between the University of Texas and a local community-based co-op radio 
group for the remaining FM frequency band. Hence, it has been difficult to develop 


new radio outlets for public communication with the previous limited spectrum 
allotment, although fiber-optic community cable system and the Internet also make 
possible a dramatic expansion of community and alternative road which could make 
possible Brecht's vision of a radio system with every individual a sender. 


Public Access Television 


Public access television has been for some decades now an established venue for 
alternative democratic communication. The rapid expansion of public access 
television in the 1970s in the U.S. provided new possibilities for progressive 
individuals and groups to produce video programming that cuts against the 
conservative programming which dominates mainstream television in the United 
States. Progressive access programming is now being cablecast regularly in such 
places as New York, Los Angeles, Boston, Chicago, Atlanta, Madison, Urbana, New 
Orleans, Austin, and perhaps as many as 2,000 other towns or regions of the 
country. Public access television, in most cases, provides free equipment and airtime 
to individuals and groups who want to make their own programming. Usually, one 
must take a course to actually use studio and editing equipment and a few systems 
lease the equipment and airtime, but, for the most part, where there are public 
access channels, the cable systems make them available for public use and they are 
usually managed by an independent body, answerable to the community, and often 
financed by the cable system. 


When cable television began to be widely introduced in the early 1970s, the 
Federal Communications Commission mandated in 1972 that "beginning in 1972, 
new cable systems {and after 1977, all cable systems} in the 100 largest television 
markets be required to provide channels for government, for educational purposes, 
and most importantly, for public access." This mandate suggested that cable systems 
should make available three public access channels to be used for state and local 
government, education, and community public access use. "Public access" was 
construed to mean that the cable company should make available equipment and air 
time so that literally anybody could make noncommercial use of the access channel, 
and say and do anything that they wished on a first-come, first-served basis, subject 
only to obscenity and libel laws and prohibitions against advertising and pitches for 
money. Creating an access system required, in many cases, setting up a local 
organization to manage the access channels, though in other systems the cable 
company itself managed the access center. 


In the beginning, however, few, if any, cable systems made as many as three 
channels available, but some systems began offering one or two access channels in 
the early to mid 1970s. The availability of access channels depended, for the most 
part, on the political clout of local governments and committed, and often unpaid, 


local groups to convince the cable companies, almost all privately owned, to make 
available an access channel. Here in Austin, for example, a small group of video 
activists formed Austin Community Television in 1973 and began broadcasting with 
their own equipment through the cable system that year. Eventually, they received 
foundation and CentertainmentA government grants to support their activities, buy 
equipment, and pay regular employees salaries. A new cable contract signed in the 
early 1980s called for the cable company to provide $500,000 a year for access and 
after a difficult political struggle, which | shall mention later, were able to get at least 
$300,000-$400,000 a year to support Austin Community Television activities. 


A 1979 Supreme Court decision, however, struck down the 1972 FCC ruling on the 
grounds that the FCC did not have the authority to mandate access, an authority 
which supposedly belongs to the U.S. Congress. Nonetheless, cable was expanding 
so rapidly and becoming such a high-growth competitive industry that city 
governments considering cable systems were besieged by companies making 
lucrative offers (20 to 80 channel cable systems) and were able to negotiate access 
channels and financial support for a public access system. Consequently, public 
access grew significantly during the early 1980s. 


Where there are operative public access systems, individuals have promising, 
though not sufficiently explored, possibilities to produce and broadcast their own 
television programs. In Austin, Texas, for example, there have been weekly anti- 
nuclear programs, black and chicano series, gay programs, countercultural and 
anarchist programs, an atheist program, feminist and women's programs, labor 
programming, and a weekly progressive news magazine, Alternative Views, with 
which | am involved, that has produced over 470 hour-long programs from 1978 to 
the present on a wide variety of topics. We combine news reports from alternative 
sources with discussion, documentaries, and video-footage from alternative sources. 
Paper Tiger Television in New York combines critique of corporate media by media 
critics with imaginative sets, visuals, editing, and so on. A labor-oriented program, 
The Mill Hunk News, in Pittsburgh used to combine news reports of labor issues with 
documentary interviews with workers, music-videos, and other creative visuals, 
while Labor Beat in Chicago also uses documentary footage, music, drama, and 
collages of images, as well as interview and talking head formats, to present 
alternative information (see Box 4). 


There have been some experiments with national progressive satellite networks, 
although they have suffered from inadequate funding and the failure of often 
conservative-owned cable systems to carry progressive programming. While public 
access television is still in a relatively early stage of development in the U.S. and 
Europe, it contains the promise of providing a different type of alternative television. 


Despite obstacles to its use, public access provides the one institution in the 
commercial and state broadcasting systems that is at least potentially open to 
progressive intervention. It is self-defeating simply to dismiss broadcast media as 
tools of manipulation and to think that print media are the only tools of 
communication and political education open to progressives. Surveys have shown 
that people take more seriously individuals, groups, and politics that appear on TV; 
thus the use of television could help progressive movements and struggles gain 
legitimacy and force in the shifting and contradictory field of U.S. politics. The Right 
has been making effective use of new technologies and media of communication, 
and for progressives to remain aloof is a luxury that they can no longer afford. 


Of course, many will claim that democratic politics involves face-to-face 
conversation, discussion, and producing consensus. But for intelligent debate and 
consensus to be reached, individuals must be informed and radio, television, and 
computers are important sources of information in the present age. Thus | am not 
proposing that media politics supplement all political activity and organizing, but am 
suggesting that a media politics should be developed to help activist groups and 
individuals obtain and disseminate information. In Austin, Texas, for instance, a 
group, Council for Public Media, has been working to inform activist groups how 
they can get information through the new computer technologies and how they can 
use the press, broadcast media, and other methods of communication to get their 
messages out. Activist groups are coming to see that media politics is a key element 
of political organization and struggle and thus more work on developing institutions 
and strategies for media politics is necessary. 


Indeed, if progressive groups and movements are to produce a genuine 
alternative to the Right, they must increase their mass base and circulate their 
struggles to more segments of the population. After all, most people get their news 
and information from television, and the broadcast media arguably play a decisive 
role in defining political realities, shaping public opinion, and determining what is or 
what is not to be taken seriously. If progressives want to play a role in local and 
national political life, they must come to terms with the realities of electronic 
communication and computer technologies in order to develop strategies to make 
use of new technologies and possibilities for intervention. 


The Democratization of Computers and Information 


Other possibilities for expanding a system of democratic techno-politics reside in 
new computer and information technologies. It appears that there will be a merger 
of entertainment and information centers in the homes of the future with all 
possible print media information accessible by computer and all visual media 
entertainment and information resources available for home 


computer/entertainment center access. But the threat--and likelihood if alternative 
concepts are not developed and disseminated--is that this information and 
entertainment material will be thoroughly commodified, available only to those who 
can afford to pay. Consequently, it is necessary to begin devising public alternatives 
to these private/corporate information and entertainment systems of the future. 


Given the growing importance of computers and information in the new techno- 
capitalist society, producing new information networks and systems must therefore 
be an essential ingredient of a progressive media and information politics. The 
computerization of the world is well underway and possibilities are growing for new 
information networks and computer communication systems. To avoid corporate 
and government monopolization and control of information, new public information 
networks and centers are also necessary so that citizens of the future can have 
access to the information needed to intelligently participate in a democratic society. 
For computers, like broadcasting, can be used for or against democracy. 


Indeed, computers are a potentially democratic technology. While broadcast 
communication tends to be one-way and unidirectional, computer communication is 
potentially bi-, or even omni-, directional. Individuals can use computers to do word- 
processing to communicate with other individuals, or can directly communicate with 
others via modems which use the telephone to link individuals with each other. 
Modems can tap into community bulletin boards, web sites, or computer conference 
programs, that make possible a new type of public communication and progressives 
should intervene in these information modes as well as participating in public 
debate and discussion. For instance, many computer bulletin boards and web sites 
have a political debate conference where individuals can type in their opinions and 
other individuals can read them and if they wish respond. This constitutes a new 
form of public dialogue and interaction. 


Computer data bases and web sites provide essential sources of information and 
new technologies that tremendously facilitates information-searching and research. 
Mainstream data bases include Lexis/Nexis and Dialogue which contain a 
tremendous array of newspapers, magazines, journals, transcripts of TV programs, 
news conferences, congressional hearings, and newsletters, reproduced in full. 
Alternative data bases include Peacenet which has over 600 conferences on topics of 
ecology, war and peace, feminism, and hundreds of other topics. Here progressives 
put in alternative information and some of the conferences have lively debates. 
Between the mainstream and alternative computer data bases, individuals and 
groups can access a tremendous amount of information in a relatively short time. 


| was able to research my book on the media and the Gulf war, for instance, 
because | was able to access information on various topics from a variety of sources 


simply by punching in code words which enabled me to discern the conflicting media 
versions of the Gulf war and to put in question the version being promoted by the 
Bush administration and Pentagon. Eventually, the lies and disinformation promoted 
by the U.S. government in the war were thoroughly exposed by a variety of sources, 
accessible to computer data base searches. Corporations, government institutions, 
the major political parties, and other groups are taking advantage of these computer 
data bases and progressive must learn to access and use them to produce the 
information necessary to prevail in the public debates of the future. 


But the politics of information in the future must struggle to see that alternative 
information is accessible in mainstream computer data bases, as well as alternative 
ones. Many data bases and information services omit leftist, feminist, 
environmentalist, and other alternative information sources from their listings, thus 
in effect shutting out radical alternatives in information sources, much as the 
broadcasting networks exclude dissident voices from broadcast communication. 
Progressive groups and alternative publications should struggle to make sure that 
their information sources and services are listed in data base bibliographies and 
source material. 


Yet the proliferation of the World Wide Web enables independent and alternative 
groups and individuals to creat their own web sites, to make their information 
available to people through the globe, often free of charge. In the next section, | will 
give some examples of how computer techno-politics have deployed web sites, 
bulletin-boards, mailing lists, and email campaigns to promote a variety of political 
struggles. First, however, | want to conclude this section by noting that a synergy is 
emerging between the new sources of information, new media and technologies, 
and political organization and struggle. Print and broadcast media organs can obtain 
information from computers and disseminate it to the public. Political groups can 
obtain information from these sources and disseminate it back through print, 
broadcast, and computer technologies. Information critical of, say, transnational 
corporate policies can be disseminated through a multiplicity of sites, so political 
groups need to be aware of the potential for the transmission of information 
through a variety of media in the contemporary era. 


Moreover, the Internet may be a vehicle for new forms of alternative radio, 
television, film, art, and every form of culture as well as information and print 
material. New multimedia technologies are already visible on web sites and Internet 
radio and television is now in its infancy. This would truly make possible Brecht's 
dream of a communications system where everyone was a sender and receiver and 
would greatly proliferate the range and diversity of voices and texts and would also 
no doubt give a new dimension of the concept of information/cultural overload. 


Indeed, we must obviously gain a whole set of new literacies to use and deploy the 
new technologies (see Kellner, forthcoming). But in conclusion, | want to limit my 
focus on new technologies and techno-politics of the present day. 


Techno-Politics and Political Struggle 


Since new technologies are in any case dramatically transforming every sphere of 
life, the key challenge is how to theorize this great transformation and how to devise 
strategies to make productive use of the new technologies. Obviously, radical 
critique of dehumanizing, exploitative, and oppressive uses of new technologies in 
the workplace, schooling, public sphere, and everyday life are more necessary than 
ever, but so are strategies that use new technologies to rebuild our cities, schools, 
economy, and society. | want to focus, therefore, in the remainder of this section on 
how new technologies can be used for increasing democratization and empowering 
individuals. 


Given the extent to which capital and its logic of commodification have colonized 
ever more areas of everyday life in recent years, it is somewhat astonishing that 
cyberspace is by and large decommodified for large numbers of people -- at least in 
the overdeveloped countries like the United States. In the U.S., government and 
educational institutions, and some businesses, provide free Internet access and in 
some cases free computers, or at least workplace access. With flat-rate monthly 
phone bills (which | know do not exist in much of the world), one can thus have 
access to a cornucopia of information and entertainment on the Internet for free, 
one of the few decommodified spaces in the ultracommodified world of 
technocapitalism. 


Obviously, much of the world does not even have telephone service, much less 
computers, and there are vast inequalities in terms of who has access to computers 
and who participates in the technological revolution and cyberdemocracy today. 
Critics of new technologies and cyberspace repeat incessantly that it is by and large 
young, white, middle or upper class males who are the dominant players in the 
cyberspaces of the present, and while this is true, statistics and surveys indicate that 
many more women, people of color, seniors, and other minority categories are 
becoming increasingly active. Moreover, it appears that computers are becoming 
part of the standard household consumer package and will perhaps be as common 
as television sets by the beginning of the next century, and certainly more important 
for work, social life, and education than the TV set. Moreover, there are plans afoot 
to wire the entire world with satellites that would make the Internet and 
communication revolution accessible to people who do not now even have 
telephones, televisions, or even electricity. 


However widespread and common -- or not -- computers and new technologies 
become, it is clear that they are of essential importance for labor, politics, 
education, and social life, and that people who want to participate in the public and 
cultural life of the future will need to have computer access and literacy. Moreover, 
although there is the threat and real danger that the computerization of society will 
increase the current inequalities and inequities in the configurations of class, race, 
and gender power, there is the possibility that a democratized and computerized 
public sphere might provide opportunities to overcome these inequities. | will 
accordingly address below some of the ways that oppressed and disempowered 
groups are using the new technologies to advance their interests and progressive 
political agendas. But first | want to dispose of another frequent criticism of the 
Internet and computer activism. 


Critics of the Internet and cyberdemocracy frequently point to the military origins 
of the technology and its central role in the processes of dominant corporate and 
state powers. Yet it is amazing that the Internet for large numbers is decommodified 
and is becoming more and more decentralized, becoming open to more and more 
voices and groups. Thus, cyberdemocracy and the Internet should be seen as a site 
of struggle, as a contested terrain, and progressives should look to its possibilities 
for resistance and circulation of struggle. Dominant corporate and state powers, as 
well as conservative and rightist groups, have been making serious use of new 
technologies to advance their agendas and if progressives want to become players in 
the political battles of the future they must devise ways to use new technologies to 
advance a progressive agenda and the interests of the oppressed and forces of 
resistance and struggle. 


There are by now copious examples of how the Internet and cyberdemocracy 
have been used in progressive political struggles. A large number of insurgent 
intellectuals are already making use of these new technologies and public spheres in 
their political projects. The peasants and guerilla armies struggling in Chiapas, 
Mexico from the beginning used computer data bases, guerrilla radio, and other 
forms of media to circulate their struggles and ideas. Every manifesto, text, and 
bulletin produced by the Zapatista Army of National Liberation who occupied land in 
the southern Mexican state of Chiapas in 1994 was immediately circulated through 
the world via computer networks. In January 1995, the Mexican government moved 
against the movement and computer networks were used to inform and mobilize 
individuals and groups throughout the world to support the Zapatistas struggles 
against repressive Mexican government action. There were many demonstrations in 
support of the rebels throughout the world, prominent journalists, human rights 
observers, and delegations travelled to Chiapas in solidarity and to report on the 
uprising, and the Mexican and U.S. governments were bombarded with messages 


arguing for negotiations rather than repression; the Mexican government 
accordingly backed off their repression of the insurgents and as of this writing in 
August 1997, they have continued to negotiate with them. 


Earlier, audiotapes were used to promote the revolution in Iran and to promote 
alternative information by political movements throughout the world (see Downing 
1984). The Tianenaman Square democracy movement in China and various groups 
struggling against the remanents of Stalinism in the former communist bloc and 
Soviet Union used computer bulletin boards and networks, as well as a variety of 
forms of communications, to circulate their struggles. Opponents involved in anti- 
nafta struggles made extensive use of the new communication technology (see 
Brenner 1994 and Fredericks 1994). Such multinational networking and circulation 
of information failed to stop nafta, but created alliances useful for the struggles of 
the future. As Witheford (forthcoming) notes: "The anti-nafta coalitions, while 
mobilizing a depth of opposition entirely unexpected by capital, failed in their 
immediate objectives. But the transcontinental dialogues which emerged checked -- 
though by no means eliminated--the chauvinist element in North American 
opposition to free trade. The movement created a powerful pedagogical crucible for 
cross-sectoral and cross-border organizing. And it opened pathways for future 
connections, including electronic ones, which were later effectively mobilized by the 
Zapatista uprising and in continuing initiatives against maquilladora exploitation." 


Thus, using new technologies to link information and practice, to circulate 
struggles, is neither extraneous to political battles nor merely utopian. Even if 
material gains are not won, often the information circulated or alliances formed can 
be of use. For example, two British activists were sued by the fastfood chain 
McDonald's for distributing leaflets denouncing the corporation's low wages, 
advertising practices, involvement in deforestization, harvesting of animals, and 
promotion of junk food and an unhealthy diet. The activists counterattacked, 
organized a McLibel campaign, assembled a website with a tremendous amount of 
information criticizing the corporation, and assembled experts to testify and confirm 
their criticisms. The five-year civil trial, ending ambiguously in July 1997, created 
unprecedented bad publicity for McDonald's and was circulated throughout the 
world via Internet websites, mailing lists, and discussion groups. The McLibel group 
claims that their website was accessed over twelve million times and the Guardian 
reported that the site "claimed to be the most comprehensive source of information 
ona multinational corporation ever assembled" and was indeed one of the more 
successful anticorporate campaigns (February 22, 1996; visit http://www. 
envirolink.org/mcspotlight/home.html). 


Many labor organizations are also beginning to make use of the new 
technologies. Mike Cooley (1987) has written of how computer systems can reskill 
rather than deskill workers, while Shosana Zuboff (1988) has discussed the ways in 
which high-tech can be used to "informate" workplaces rather than automate them, 
expanding workers knowledge and control over operations rather than reducing and 
eliminating it. The Clean Clothes Campaign, a movement started by Dutch women in 
1990 in support of Filipino garment workers has supported strikes throughout the 
world, exposing exploitative working conditions (see their website at http://www. 
cleanclothes.org/1/index.html). In 1997, activists involved in Korean workers strikes 
and Merseyside dock strike in England used websites to gain international solidarity 
(for the latter see http://www.gn.apc.org/Ibournet/docks/). 


Most labor organizations, such as the North South Dignity of Labor group, note 
that computer networks are useful for coordinating and distributing information, 
but cannot replace print media that is more accessible to more of its members, face- 
to-face meetings, and traditional forms of political struggle. Thus, the trick is to 
articulate one's communications politics with actual political movements and 
struggles so that cyberstruggle is an arm of political battle rather than its 
replacement or substitute. The most efficacious Internet struggles have indeed 
intersected with real struggles ranging from campaigns to free political prisoners, to 
boycotts of corporate projects, to actual political struggles, as noted above. 


Hence, to capital's globalization from above, cyberactivists have been attempting 
to carry out globalization from below, developing networks of solidarity and 
circulating struggle throughout the globe. To the capitalist international of 
transnational corporate globalization, a Fifth International of computer-mediated 
activism is emerging, to use Waterman's phrase (1992), that is qualitatively different 
from the party-based socialist and communist Internationals. Such networking links 
labor, feminist, ecological, peace, and other progressive groups providing the basis 
for a new politics of alliance and solidarity to overcome the limitations of 
postmodern identity politics (on the latter, see Best and Kellner 1991, 1997, and 
forthcoming). 


Moreover, a series of struggles around gender and race are also mediated by new 
communications technologies. After the 1991 Clarence Thomas Hearings in the 
United States on his fitness to be Supreme Court Justice, Thomas's assault on claims 
of sexual harassment by Anita Hill and others, and the failure of the almost all male 
US Senate to disqualify the obviously unqualified Thomas, prompted women to use 
computer and other technologies to attack male privilege in the political system in 
the United States and to rally women to support women candidates. The result in 


the 1992 election was the election of more women candidates than in any previous 
election and a general rejection of conservative rule. 


Many feminists have now established websites, mailing lists, and other forms of 
cybercommunication to circulate their struggles. Likewise, African-American 
insurgent intellectuals have made use of broadcast and computer technologies to 
advance their struggles. John Fiske (1994) has described some African-American 
radio projects in the "techostruggles" of the present age and the central role of the 
media in recent struggles around race and gender. African-American "knowledge 
warriors" are using radio, computer networks, and other media to circulate their 
ideas and counter-knowledge on a variety of issues, contesting the mainstream and 
offering alternative views and politics. Likewise, activists in communities of color -- 
like Oakland, Harlem, and Los Angeles -- are setting up community computer and 
media centers to teach the skills necessary to survive the onslaught of the 
mediazation of culture and computerization of society to people in their 
communities. 


Obviously, rightwing and reactionary groups can and have used the Internet to 
promote their political agendas. In a short time, one can easily access an exotic 
witch's brew of ultraright websites maintained by the Ku Klux Klan, myriad neo-Nazi 
groups including Aryan Nations and various Patriot militia groups. Internet 
discussion lists also promote these views and the ultraright is extremely active on 
many computer forums, as well as their radio programs and stations, public access 
television programs, fax campaigns, video and even rock music production. These 
groups are hardly harmless, having promoted terrorism of various sorts ranging from 
church burnings to the bombings of public buildings. Adopting quasi-Leninist 
discourse and tactics for ultraright causes, these groups have been successful in 
recruiting working class members devastated by the developments of global 
capitalism which have resulted in widespread unemployment for traditional forms of 
industrial, agricultural, and unskilled labor. 


The Internet is thus a contested terrain, used by Left, Right, and Center to 
promote their own agendas and interests. The political battles of the future may 
well be fought in the streets, factories, parliaments, and other sites of past struggle, 
but all political struggle is already mediated by media, computer, and information 
technologies and will increasingly be so in the future. Those interested in the politics 
and culture of the future should therefore be clear on the important role of the new 
public spheres and intervene accordingly. 


बुद्धिजीवी, लोक वृत्त और 
टेक्नो पॉलिटिक्स 





बौद्धिक जगत में इन दिनों बुद्धिजीवियों का वर्गीकरण भी विवाद का विषय बनता जा रहा है । जिगमेंट 
बोमन बुद्धिजीवियों को समाज की एक ऐसी इकाई के रूप में देखते हैं जो सामाजिक संस्थाओं को सेवा करने 
के लिए वैश्विक मूल्यों का विधेयन करते हैं । इस वर्ग के बुद्धिजीवियों के बारे में ऐसा माना जाता है कि ये 
बुद्धिजीवी अपनी योग्यता के आधार पर आम जनमानस के लिए मानवाकृतियों, लोक में घटित घटनाओं 
आदि की बेहतर व्याख्या प्रस्तुत करते हैं । अमेरिकी बौद्धिक जगत में इन दिनों बुद्धिजीवियों की भूमिका को 
लेकर जो गरमा-गरम बहस छिड़ी हुई है उनमें से एक धड़े का मानना है कि फिलवक्त जो सामाजिक और 
वैश्विक हालात हैं उसमें बुद्धिजीवियों की स्थिति में आधुनिक बुद्धिजीवियों से लेकर उत्तर आधुनिक बुद्धिजीवियों 
तक में बदलाव आया है । दिलचस्प यह है कि पश्चिम के बुद्धिजीवियों में जैसे ही यह बदलाव आया उसका 
त्वरित असर हिंदी के उन उत्तर-आधुनिक बुद्धिजीवियों पर भी पड़ा, जो कुछ साल पहले तक उत्तर- 
आधुनिकता के भारतीय प्रवक्ता होने का दावा करते नहीं अघाते थे। जहाँ एक ओर आधुनिक बुद्धिजीवी 
वैश्विक मूल्यों के कार्यकारी इकाई के तौर पर नई आधुनिक समाज-व्यवस्था का विधेयन करते हैं वहीं दूसरी 
ओर इस प्रकार सामाजिक जीवन में बुद्धिजीवियों की भूमिका के राजनीतिक विकेन्द्रीकरण के सिद्धांत का भी 
प्रतिपादन करते हैं । 


नोम चोम्स्की के बाद की पीढ़ी में वामपंथी रुझान के कवियों/विचारकों और बुद्धिजीवियों की संख्या 
में निरंतर बढ़ोत्तरी जारी है। बुश प्रशासन अपनी तमाम नीतियों को लेकर पनप रहे असंतोष और मुखर होते 
प्रतिरोधी स्वर को लेकर भी हैरान-परेशान है । गौरतलब है कि 2003 में इराक हमले को पीठिका बनते समय 
भी वहां के बुद्धिजीवियों ने बुश प्रशासन की आलोचना की थी और आज आम जनता वहाँ से अमेरिकी 
सैनिकों की अविलंब वापसी की मांग कर रही है। मगर राष्ट्रपति जार्ज डब्ल्यू. बुश के सिपहसालारों ने इन 
विरोधों की न तब परवाह की और न अब ऐसा लगता है कि उन पर कोई खास असर पड़ा है | अमेरिका स्थित 
कोलंबिया यूनिवर्सिटी में दर्शनशास्त्र के प्रोफेसर डगलस कैलनर ने कुछ वर्ष पूर्व, 2005 के आखिर में छपी 
अपनी किताब ' मीडिया स्पेक्टैकल्स एंड द क्राइसिस ऑफ डेमोक्रेसी ' में इन मुद्दे पर जोरदार बहस की है कि 
इन दिनों मीडिया में जिन मुद्दों को जनहित के नाम पर उठाया जा रहा है वह असल में जनहित के वास्तविक 
मुद्दों से लोगों का ध्यान हटाने की एक शातिर चाल है ।9/11 के बाद मीडिया ने जिस तरह से अपना चेहरा 
और चाल दोनों को बदला है - कैलनर खास तौर पर इससे चिंतित होते हैं और बुद्धिजीवियों के बीच खास- 
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खास बिन्दुओं पर चिंतन का आह्वान करते हैं। इसी तरह “द वार फॉर द व्हाइट हाउस' किताब में वे 
अमेरिको विदेश, रक्षा और आर्थिक नीतियों की गंभीरता से नये-नये तथ्यों की रोशनी में न सिर्फ आलोचना 
करते हैं बल्कि खासी मज़म्मत भी करते हैं । 


अभी हाल ही में छपी वाशिंगटन डी.सी. के बाशिंदे मिखाइल मैकडोनाल्ड की 'द अमेरिकन 
इंटरेस्ट' नामक छपी किताब में खास तौर पर अमरीकी हितों और वैश्विक परिदृश्य की पड़ताल की गई है | 
उन्होंने एक और बेहद दिलचस्प किताब 'द स्ट्रेंजर इन क्राउफोर्ड' में जार्ज बुश और कालजयी फ्रेंच 
उपन्यासकार अल्बेयर कामू के बीच तुलना करते हुए एक किताब ही लिख मारी है | बहरहाल, असली मुद्दा 
यह है कि मीडिया को बदली प्राथमिकता और चाल की बेहतर समीक्षा प्रस्तुत करते हुए डगलस कैलनर ने 
' टेक्नो पॉलिटिक्स ' जैसी शब्दावली के सहारे बुद्धिजीवियों की भूमिका और नई-नई आने वाली चुनौतियों को 
रेखांकित किया है | बुद्धिजीवियों को दो वर्गो में वर्गीकृत करते हुए कैलनर कार्यकारी बुद्धिजीवी (फंक्शनल 
इंटेलेक्चुअल) के बारे में कहते हैं, ये स्थापित सामाजिक मूल्यों का उत्पादन और विधेयन करते हैं । जबकि 
इसके ठीक विपरीत विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी (क्रिटिकल-अपोजीशनल इंटेलेक्चुअल) स्थापित सामाजिक 
व्यवस्था का विरोध करते हैं । कभी-कभी विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी समाज में मौजूद मूल्यों के खिलाफ ही 
अपनी आवाज बुलंद करते हैं और ऐसा मानकर चलते हैं कि इन मूल्यों का समाज में दबदबा बढ़ रहा है | 
मसलन कानून, न्याय, सत्य और अधिकार आदि। ऐसे बुद्धिजीवी कई बार और भी गंभीर मुद्दों का विरोध 
करते हैं - जैसे लोकतंत्र, समाजवाद, अश्वेत लोग और स्त्रियों की समानता आदि। 


कार्यकारी बुद्धिजीवी पहले Be और काफी हद तक आदर्शवादी थे, जबकि आज उन वर्गो और 
तकनीकविदों के हितों के संरक्षक बने हुए हैं जो परिणामों तक पहुँचने के लिए समर्थ साधनों का इस्तेमाल 
करते हैं। ये बुद्धिजीवी अपनी क्षमताओं को विभिन्न क्षेत्रों, जैसे दवा, भौतिक विज्ञान और अतीत में मौजूद 
तकनीकी ज्ञान को बढ़ाने के लिए करते हैं बिना नतीजे की ओर उँगली उठाये और किसी चीज की परवाह 
किये बगैर वे जिन मूल्यों की स्थापना और वापसी के लिए प्रयत्नशील रहते हैं - उसकी उपयोगिता और 
अनुपयोगिता पर आज विमर्श करना बहुत आवश्यक है। 


कार्यकारी बुद्धिजीवी समाज को बेहतर बनाने (अपने तरीके से) के लिए तकनीकी जानकारियों में 
दक्षता हासिल करते हैं, वहीं विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी आलोचक सामाजिक बेहतरी के लिए संघर्षरत हैं। 
देश-विदेश में ऐसे बुद्धिजीवियों की एक लंबी फेहरिस्त है जिन्होंने आंदोलनों में न सिर्फ शिरकत की, बल्कि 
ता-उम्र के लिए उससे जुड़ ही गए। तेलुगू में वरवर राव, अंग्रेजी में अरुधति राय, बांग्ला में महाश्वेता देवी 
आदि लेखकों-बुद्धिजीवियों को भारतीय परिप्रेक्ष्य में देखा जा सकता है। विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी परंपरागत 
तौर पर अपने ज्ञान और लेखन का प्रयोग अन्याय, शक्ति के दुरुपयोग, सत्य के लिए संघर्ष और अन्य 
वैश्विक मूल्यों के खिलाफ आवाज उठाने के लिए करते हैं। ज्याँ पॉल सार्त्र के शब्दों में कहें तो, '“विरोधी 
खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी का कार्यक्षेत्र आम जनता तक सीमित है 1” सार्त्र के इस कथन के आधार पर एक विरोधी 
खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी का काम समाज की विभिन्न कुरीतियों का विश्लेषण करना तथा उनको और अधिक 
मुखरता प्रदान करना है । यह बुद्धिजीवी के शाब्दिक हथियार हैं जिनके जरिये उन्हें समाज में कहीं भी हो रहे 
अन्याय का विरोध करना है। हेबरमास (1989) के कथन की रोशनी में अगर देखें तो '' आधुनिक समय में 
विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी का कार्यक्षेत्र आम जनता से जुड़े Fe, राजनीतिक वाद-विवाद और विभिन्न 
किताबों, पत्र-पत्रिकाओं में छपी चीजों पर लिखना और विमर्श करना है।'' हालांकि सभी विरोधी खेमे के 
बुद्धिजीवी वैचारिक रूप से प्रगतिशील नहीं हैं, बावजूद इसके समाज के आधुनिक होने से बुद्धिजीवियों की 
भौतिक और मानसिक दशाओं में तब्दीलियाँ आई हैं । इन दिनों बुद्धिजीवी वे लोग हैं जो नये विचारों और नये 


126 पहल - 86 





संस्कारों को पैदा करने में माहिर होते हैं । इनमें से भी कुछ बुद्धिजीवी वर्तमान समाज का समर्थन करते हैं तो 
कुछ उसका विरोध करते हैं । शायद इन वजहों से भी बुद्धिजीवी, कार्यकारी और विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी 
के रूप में बँट गए । कार्यकारी बुद्धिजीवी जहाँ एक तरफ समाज की सेवा तकनीकी जानकारियों से करते हैं 
वहीं नये आदर्श पैदा करके वर्ग, रंग और लिंग को वैधता प्रदान करते हैं कहना न होगा कि अपने देश में 
भी सांप्रदायिक शक्तियों के सत्तासीन होते ही ऐसे-ऐसे तुरम खाँ, 'बुद्धिजीवी ' का बिल्ला लगाये हुए कभी 
“वाजपेयी aera’ बना रहे थे, तो कभी उनकी कविताओं को नये-नये 'रागों' में गाकर सत्ता को आराधना में 
तन्मयता दिखा रहे थे - अभूतपूर्व समाजवादियों के समर्थन पर टिकी भाजपा राज के समय। 


विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी अन्यायी और शोषकों के खिलाफ आवाज बुलंद करते हैं जबकि विरोधी 
खेमे के परंपरागत बुद्धिजीवी उत्तर आधुनिक सिद्धांतों द्वारा पैदा की गई चुनौतियों के साथ-साथ नई तकनीकों 
द्वारा तलाशी गई लोकतांत्रिक बहसों की संभावनाओं पर चर्चा करना मुफीद समझते हैं । यह सारी बातें 
विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवी और उनकी भूमिका को ठीक से पुनर्परिभाषित करने की माँग करता है। 


लोकक्षेत्र ( पब्लिक स्फीयर ) और बुद्धिजीवी 


अगर मूल परिभाषा पर नजर दौड़ाएं तो लोकतंत्र मूलतः सत्ता के विकेन्द्रीकरण के साथ-साथ 
सरकारी मामलों में जनता की भागीदारी का नाम है। पुनर्जागरण और 18 वीं शताब्दी को राजनीतिक क्रांति 
के काल में एक ऐसा लोकक्षेत्र उभरकर सामने आया जहाँ आम आदमी अपने से जुड़े मुद्दों पर बहसें कर 
सकता था। दिलचस्प यह है कि उस काल में सरकार की आलोचना खास तौर पर आम जनता तक पहुँचाई 
जाती oft खुद को अभिव्यक्त करने का साधन बना अखबार और पत्र-पत्रिकाएं। उस वक्त तत्कालीन प्रेस 
की आजादी आम जन को काफी कुछ सही रूप से चीजों को जानने-समझने का रास्ता फराहम कराती थी। 
वैचारिक आदान-प्रदान के लिए लोग कॉफी हाउस, पान की दुकान, नाई की दुकान आदि जगहों पर बैठा 
करते थे और वहीं विभिन्न मुद्दों पर चर्चाएं छिड़ जाती थीं। दुखद यह है कि बूर्ज्चा समाज के टूटने के बाद 
तमाम लोगों ने अपनी-अपनी पार्टियाँ बना लीं, संस्थाएं बना लीं और विचारधाराएं विकसित कर लीं | बकौल 
डगलस कैलनर, '*' आम जनता को रिझाने के लिए विभिन्न पार्टी और संस्था के लोग लिखने लगे और खुद को 
खुद के ही द्वारा बुद्धिजीवी का दर्जा दे दिया देखते-देखते शोषित वर्गों ने भी अपने बुद्धिजीवी पैदा कर लिए। 
हालांकि ये बुद्धिजीवी विद्रोही विचारधारा के थे और शोषकों के मुकाबले शोषितों के बुद्धिजीवियों में खास 
बात यह थी, वे समाज के सारे तबके का प्रतिनिधित्व करते थे।'' ध्यान रहे कि मेरी बोलेस्टोनक्राफ्ट जैसी 
महिलाओं ने महिला अधिकारों के लिए आवाज बुलंद की थी | शोषित वर्ग के विद्रोही विचारधारा वाले इन 
बुद्धिजीवियों ने दमन और उनके कारणों के खिलाफ तो आवाज बुलंद कौ ही साथ ही इसके हल के लिए 
` इनके समाधानों को सिद्धांत से उठाकर वास्तविकता के धरातल पर प्रयोग करने की बात कही | इसलिए 19 
वीं शताब्दी में कर्मचारी वर्ग के लोगों ने शोषकों के खिलाफ अपना एक अलग ही लोकक्षेत्र विकसित किया। 
यूनियन हॉलों, दफ्तरों, सार्वजनिक स्थानों में इनकी सभाएं, चर्चाएं होने लगीं। इसी दौर में बकौल जुरगेन 
हेबरमास, '' अमेरिका और यूरोप में पनप रहे लोकतंत्र और श्रमिक आंदोलनों ने एक वैकल्पिक प्रेस को 
जन्म दिया। इसके साथ ही हड़ताल और बैठकों जैसी चीज ने शोषक-विरोधी लोकक्षेत्र को एक नया मंच 


. प्रदान किया।'' 


आधुनिक समाज के बुद्धिजीवियों में विरोधाभासी रूप से सामाजिक कार्यों को लेकर हमेशा एक 
मतभेद बना रहा। पारंपरिक रूप से विरोधी खेमे के बुद्धिजीवियों जैसे टॉमस पेन, मेरी वोलेस्टोनक्राफ्ट और 
बाद में मार्क्स, ह्यूगो, at और मार्क्वेज जैसे लोगों ने पुनर्जागरण के दरम्यान अन्याय और शोषण के 
खिलाफ अपनी आवाज बुलंद की। इसके बावजूद संकीर्ण विचारों के बुद्धिजीवियों ने पुनर्जागरण और 
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फ्रांसीसी क्रांति की कामयाबियों पर हमला करते हुए कुछ इस तरह का इजहार-ए-खयाल किया जिसके 
तहत वर्ग, लिंग और रंग के नाम पर दमन और उत्पीड़न को जायज ठहराया गया। 


इन बुद्धिजीवियों के विरोध में मिशेल फूको ने शिकायत की थी, “'सात्र ने एक आदर्शवादी नमूना 
प्रस्तुत किया है, जो बुद्धिजीवियों को वैश्विक मूल्यों, मसलन, सत्य, अहिंसा, आजादी और मानवता आदि 
के लिए लड़ने की सलाह देता है।'' फूको ने इसके विरोध में विशेष बुद्धिजीवी का प्रस्ताव किया जो बिलकुल 
तटस्थ होकर शोषितों-उत्पीड़ितों के सवालों से जुड़े खास मुद्दों के लिए अपनी आवाज बुलंद करे। फूको का 
यह विचार उत्तर-आधुनिक राजनीति में प्रासंगिक हो गया और राजनीति को पार्टी की राजनीति से हटाकर 
सामाजिक आंदोलनों की तरफ मोड़ दिया गया । उत्तर-आधुनिक राजनीति के लिए शक्ति का विकेन्द्रीकरण 
जरूरी है। 


डगलस कैलनर कहते हैं, A यह मानता हूँ कि आलोचक बुद्धिजीवी या कहें बिरोधी खेमे के 
बुद्धिजीवियों के कुछ विचार उपयोगी हैं । आम बुद्धिजीवी वैश्विक मूल्यों के हनन के खिलाफ आवाज उठाते 
हैं, जबकि आम लोकतांत्रिक बुद्धिजीवी दूसरों के लिए आवाज उठाने के बदले व्यक्तिगत या वैश्विक मुद्दों 
से जुड़े खास मुद्दों पर ही अपनी राय जाहिर करते हैं।'' नतीजा यह होता है कि वर्तमान परिवेश में 
लोकतांत्रिक बुद्धिजीवी कहलाने के लिए वैश्विक बुद्धिजीवी के पूरे गुण होने की आवश्यकता नहीं है । कहना 
न होगा कि बुद्धिजीवियों को व्यक्तिगत इच्छाओं/अनिच्छाओं से ऊपर उठकर सोचना चाहिए | बिना किसी 
पक्षपात के अपनी बात कहनी चाहिए - तमाम पूर्वग्रहों को छोड़कर | इसके साथ-साथ अपनी सीमाएं जानते 
हुए खुद को दूसरे की जगह रखकर सोचना चाहिए। 


नई तकनीक, लोकक्षेत्र और नये बुद्द्धिजीवी 


कुछ मामलों में बुद्धिजीवियों और तकनीक में कोई खास संबंध नहीं होता। आज के उच्च तकनीक 
से संपन्न समाज में कंप्यूटर और त्वरित मीडिया युग में प्रतिबद्ध आम बुद्धिजीवियों को परिभाषित करने की 
जरूरत है | बीसवीं सदी की शुरुआत में जॉन डिवे ने ' थॉट न्यूज नामक एक ऐसे अख़बार की परिकल्पना 
की थी जिसमें विज्ञान की नवीनतम खोजों और विचारों को जगह दी जाए। इसके अलावा बर्टोल्ट ब्रेख् और 
वाल्टर बेंजामिन ने सिनेमा और रेडियो के क्रांतिकारी परिणामों को देखा था और दूसरे बुद्धिजीवियों से यह 
अपील की, कि वे इन साधनों का इस्तेमाल समाज को और अधिक लोकतांत्रिक बनाने और उसे बदलने में 
करें। Sat पॉल सार्त्र ने भी रेडियो धारावाहिकों का अध्ययन किया और इस बात पर बल दिया कि प्रतिबद्ध 
लेखकों को भी रेडियो और सिनेमा का इस्तेमाल करना चाहिए | इससे भागना ठीक नहीं है। 


पहले रेडियो, टेलीविजन और दूसरी इलैक्ट्रानिक मीडिया पर तमाम तरह की बंदिशें आयद थीं। 
रेडियो और टेलीविजन का विवाद, बहसें, जानकारियां आदि एक नये लोक वृत्त का निर्माण करते दिखाई दे 
रहे हैं। डगलस कैलनर जोर देकर कहते हैं कि, '“बुद्धिजीवियों को चाहिए कि वे इन माध्यमों का उपयोग 
करके जन मामलों में सीधे जनता की भागीदारियों को सुनिश्चित करें और एक नयी संचार राजनीति और 
मीडिया-परियोजनाओं का निर्माण करें ।'' 


यह तथ्य अब धीरे-धीरे असलियत को काफी हद तक स्पष्ट करता जा रहा है कि आज की राजनीति 
में यदि कोई बुद्धिजीवी लोकवृत्त (पब्लिक स्फीयर) में अपनी पैठ बनाना चाहता है, समाज को नई दिशा 
देना चाहता है - तो नई तकनीकों का उन्हें अधिक से अधिक इस्तेमाल करना चाहिए। पहले रेडियो और 
टेलीविजन ने एक लोकक्षेत्र का या कहें लोकवृत्त का निर्माण किया था लेकिन अब कंप्यूटर और इंटरनेट ने 
अपने अलग लोकवृत्त बनाये हैं । जानकारियां, बहसें, लोकतांत्रिक सहभागिता और विचारों को पहुँचाने के 
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लिए नई संभावनाओं को भी पैदा किया है । ...और यह कहना शायद गैर-जरूरी है कि इस्तेमाल में लाने से 
पूर्व इन तकनीकों का बारीकी से अध्ययन जरूरी है। 


आज के समय में बुद्धिजीवी होने का मतलब है नई तकनीकों का उपयोग करके विचारों के क्षेत्र में 
नई और ऊर्जस्वी विचारों की खोज, उसका संपूर्ण वितरण और इससे तैयार हुए लोकवृत्त में अपनी पूरी 
भागीदारी | डगलस कैलनर इस मुद्दे पर अपनी राय साफ-साफ जाहिर करते हैं, कुछ इस तरह, '' आज के 
नये बुद्धिजीवियों को चाहिए कि वह अपनी नीतियां इस तरह से बनाएं कि शिक्षा, लोकतांत्रिक विकास के 
साथ ही अपनी नीतियों को बेहतर ढंग से प्रसारित करने के लिए नई तकनीक का बेहतर इस्तेमाल करें । 
भविष्य में जो वकत आएगा उसमें बुद्धिजीवियों और नई तकनीक के बीच नाभिनालबद्ध रिश्ता बनाना 
अनिवार्य हो जाएगा।'' इसके बगैर नई तकनीक से भागने वाले लोग अपनी मेधा का सही इस्तेमाल कर ही 
नहीं पाएँगे और तब वे कैसा लोकवृत्त बनाएँगे और किस तरह के बुद्धिजीवी रह जाएंगे, यह मुद्दा बहसतलब 
है। 


नव पूँजीवादी समाज में लोकतंत्र की मजबूती के लिए यह और भी आवश्यक है कि लोकतांत्रिक 
मीडिया राजनीति (डेमोक्रेटिक मीडिया पॉलिटिक्स) नई रणनीति के तहत की जाए। मीडिया की लोकतांत्रिक 
राजनीति में दो तरह को नीतियां होती हैं - पहली कार्यरत मीडिया को लोकतांत्रिक बनाना और दूसरी आम 
जनता को सुविधाओं, इच्छाओं और जरूरतों के प्रति मीडिया को जिम्मेवार बनाना। 


मुख्य धारा की मीडिया के विकल्प के तौर पर एक विपक्षी मीडिया को तैयार करना भी आने वाली 
‘Sarl पॉलिटिक्स' का मुकाबला करने के लिए आवश्यक है | लोकतांत्रिक मीडिया राजनीति के लिए मुख्य 
धारा की पूँजीवादी मीडिया समर्थित नीतियों की तीखी आलोचना, उसमें सुधार और वैकल्पिक मीडिया का 
विकास, इसकी जरूरी शर्ते हैं । मीडिया को लोकतांत्रिक बनाने का प्रयास तभी संभव है जब एक वैकल्पिक 
प्रेस का निर्माण हो। आम जनता की पहुँच में टेलीविजन हो और एक सकारात्मक विपक्षी राजनीति के 
साथ-साथ ऐसी वैचारिक दृढ़ता से सम्पन्न नीतियां हों जो मुख्यधारा की मीडिया को प्रभावित करें। उसकी 
नीतियों को परत-दर-परत पड़ताल करके उपयुक्त भाषा-शैली और अंदाज में बेनकाब करने का बेहतर 
एजेंडा हो। 


पिछले कुछ दशकों में टेलीविजन संचार माध्यम के एक बेहतर विकल्प के रूप में देखा जाने लगा 
है। 1970 में अमेरिका में हुए टेलीविजन के विकास में प्रगतिशील बुद्धिजीवियों के लिए नई संभावनाएं पैदा 
को थीं | उसने इस तरह के कार्यक्रमों को बढ़ावा दिया जो तत्कालीन संकीर्ण समाज की कठोर आलोचनाएं 
करता था - उन दिनों मुख्यधारा को मीडिया में इसकी भरमार थी। 1970 में जब टेलीविजनों की संख्या में 
इजाफा होने लगा तब वहाँ "फेडरल कम्युनिकेशन कमीशन' का एक आदेश आया जिसके अंतर्गत 1972 के 
बाद के नए “केबल सिस्टम' को कम-अज-कम एक चैनल सरकार को शिक्षा और आम आदमी को नई 
जानकारियां मुहैया कराने के लिए देने होंगे | शुरुआती दौर में कुछ कंपनियों ने एक चैनल मुहैया कराई तो 
कुछेक ने दो या तीन। 
कई लोग ऐसा मानते हैं कि लोकतांत्रिक राजनीति में आम सहमति बनाने के लिए आमने-सामने 
बैठकर बातचीत करना जरूरी है लेकिन एक चतुराई पूर्ण सहमति के लिए जनता का जागरूक और 
जानकार दोनों होना बेहद आवश्यक है। कहना न होगा कि वर्तमान संदर्भ में यह रेडियो और टेलीविजन के - 
द्वारा ही मुमकिन है । यह जरूरी नहीं है कि मीडिया वर्तमान राजनीति की पूरक बने लेकिन मीडिया राजनीति 
की बढ़ावा अवश्य दिया जाना चाहिए ताकि इसके माध्यम से जागरूक और जानकार लोग सूचनाओं को 
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अधिक-से-अधिक लोगों तक प्रसारित कर सकें। अमेरिका के टेक्सास राज्य में ' काउंसिल फॉर पब्लिक 
मीडिया' अपने कार्यकर्ताओं और आमजनों को यह बताता है कि नई तकनीक और कम्प्यूटर वगैरह का 
इस्तेमाल अपने विचारों को ज्यादा-से-ज्यादा लोगों तक पहुंचाने के लिए कैसे करें ? मीडिया राजनीति में 
ज्यादा लोगों को भागीदारी, राजनैतिक संरचना की इसकी आवश्यकताओं को दर्शाती है इसलिए आज नव 
पूँजीवाद और भूमंडलीकृत शोषण के हथियारों को मात देने के लिए मीडिया राजनीति को और अधिक 
विकसित करने की जरूरत है - साथ ही इसके लिए और अधिक मेहनत करने की जरूरत भी है। 


अगर कोई विकासशील समूह या आंदोलन से जुड़े आंदोलनकर्मी वर्तमान राजनीतिक माहौल में 
“अधिकारों ' का कोई विकल्प तलाश करना चाहते हैं तो हर हाल में उन्हें अपनी बात अधिक-से-अधिक 
लोगों तक पहुँचानी होगी और खुद से ज्यादा-से-ज्यादा लोगों को जोड़ना होगा। आखिर ज्यादातर लोग 
समाचार और अन्य अनेक सूचनाएं टेलीविजन से ही प्राप्त करते हैं | प्रसार माध्यम ही आम जनता के विचारों 
को बनाने में एक अहम भूमिका निभाता है और यह तय करता है कि किस चीज को गंभीरता से लें और , 
किसको गंभीरता से नहीं लें । अगर वैकल्पिक विकास के यूटोपिया से लैस लोग राष्ट्रीय राजनीति में अपनी पेठ 
बनाना चाहते हैं तो उन्हें नई तकनीकों को ध्यान में रखकर ही अपनी नीतियों का निर्माण करना पड़ेगा । 


लोकतांत्रिक समाज के निर्माण और विकास में ' टैकनो पॉलिटिक्स' को बढ़ावा देने के लिए कंप्यूटर 
और सूचना प्रौद्योगिकी नई-नई संभावनाएं पैदा करता जा रहा है । ऐसा लगता है कि आने वाले समय में घर- 
घर में मनोरंजन और जानकारियों का भंडार होगा - मगर वे भारतीय नागरिक हर चीज की तरह इससे भी 
अंततः वंचित रह जाएंगे जो आज भी दो वक़्त की रोटी के लिए संघर्षरत हैं और कल भी संघर्ष से शायद नहीं 
उबर पाएंगे। यह सारा ताम-झाम अंततः इन मध्यवर्गीय नागरिकों को फायदा पहुँचाएगा जिन्हें मूलभूत 
आवश्यकताओं के लिए कुछ करने की जरूरत नहीं है | दूसरी चिंता इसके साथ यह जुड़ी हुई है कि अगर 
वैकल्पिक विचारों वाले मीडिया का विकास नहीं हुआ तो इसका उपयोग वही कर पाएंगे जो आर्थिक रूप से 
बेहद मजबूत स्थितियों में होंगे । नतीजा यह होगा कि गरीब मुल्कों के लोग किसी भी तरह इसका लाभ नहीं 
उठा पाएंगे | नाइजीरिंया, कांगो गणराज्य और दक्षिण अफ्रीकी मूल के लोगों की इस तक पहुंच हो ही नहीं 
सकेगी। भारत के ‘feet पट्टी' के लोग तो आज भी छोटी-से-छोटी जानकारियां नहीं पा सकते हैं । 
फलस्वरूप, इन निजी मनोरंजन माध्यमों का विकल्प Go जरूरी होता जा रहा È 


आज के इस टैक्नो पूँजीवादी समाज में कंप्यूटर और प्रौद्योगिकी की बढ़ती महत्ता विकासशील 
मीडिया की जरूरत के रूप में उभरा है। पूरी दुनिया कंप्यूटरीकृत होने जा रही है और आने वाले वक्त में जिस 
देश के नागरिक की इस दुनिया तक पहुँच और दखल नहीं होगी वे हर तरीके से दुनिया में रहकर भी किसी 
और दुनिया के वासी में तब्दील होते चले जाएंगे | गरीब मुल्कों की सरकारें जिस तरीके से बहुराष्ट्रीय पूँजी के 
आकाओं और पूंजीवादी मीडिया के सेठों को अपने यहाँ बुलाकर मनचाहे तरीके से काम करने के लिए सारी , 
सुविधाएं उपलब्ध करवा रही हैं उसके कारण भी जनता अपनी मूलभूत जरूरत की चिंताओं में ही गर्क है। 
उन्हें यह सोचने और जानने का मौका ही उपलब्ध नहीं करवाया जा रहा है कि हमारा आनेवाला वक्‍त कैसा 
होगा और हमारी सरकारें किस तरह की दुनिया बनाने वालों के साथ हैं, सहयोगी हैं ? इसलिए निजी कंपनियों 
और सरकारों के एकाधिकार से बचने के लिए यह जरूरी हो जाता है कि नये-नये जानकारी केन्द्रों की 
` स्थापना को जाए ताकि लोकतांत्रिक समाज में अपनी सहभागिता को सुनिश्चित किया जा सके। 


कंप्यूटर अपनी क्षमताओं के कारण अंततः एक लोकतांत्रिक तकनीक है, जहां प्रसारण के माध्यम 
मात्र 'वन वे ट्रैफिक' हैं वहीं कंप्यूटर और इंटरनेट द्विपक्षीय माध्यम है । कंप्यूटर, इंटरनेट, चैटिंग आदि का 
उपयोग आम जनता एक दूसरे से बातचीत करने के लिए कर सकती है। मोडेम और टेलीफोन लाइनों की 
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सहायता से तमाम लोग - जो इससे जुड़े हैं, जुड़ सकते हैं - वे लोग तमाम मुद्दों पर विमर्श कर सकते हैं । इस 
तरह यह एक नये संसार और प्रतिक्रियाओं को जन्म देता है । वर्तमान समय में जन सरोकारों से जुड़े लोगों के 
लिए यह और भी जरूरी हो जाता है कि वे ऐसे कार्यक्रमों से जुड़कर, इस दुनिया में प्रवेश करके गरीब मुल्कों 
की व्याख्या प्रस्तुत करें, जिससे उन दमित और शोषित तबकों तक भी इसका लाभ पहुंच सके - जो आज 
तक तो वंचित हैं ही और सरकार की जैसी नीतियाँ हैं, राजनीतिज्ञों की जो कार्य शैली और प्रतिबद्धताएं हैं 
उससे आगे भी दुनिया में हो रही हलचलों से वे वंचित रहेंगे । ‘Sat पॉलिटिक्स ' में शामिल विरोधी खेमे के 
बुद्धिजीवियों पर ही अंतत: यह जिम्मेदारी आयद होती है कि वे एक वास्तविक लोकवृत्त के निर्माण के लिए 
जन-जन तक सूचनाएं अपने-अपने तरीके से पहुँचाएं। 
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1¥ ATLA 


घुरि अबेए बेर-बेर 
हिया हारिके 

भा जाइए ठाढ़ 
चुपचाप 


चुपचाप ठाढ़ ओ बटो 
तकत WRT 

STIIT रहैए 

सोचेत रहैए 

किनसाइत ~ 
faata e 
किनसाइत "** 


चिन्हबाक प्रक्रियामे 

बेर-बेर असफल होइत ओ 

बेर-बेर तकेए faa, परिचित निशान 
बेर-ब्रेर तकेए किछु पहिचान 

अपन स्मृतिक दर्ट्रितापर कानि 

बेस जाइत अछि असथसाक' 
चुपचाप कोनो ठाम 


ओ तकत अछि 

अपन हृदय्मे बसल गामं 
गाममे अपन घर 

घरक आगूमे रोगल सिंगरहार 


ओ तकत अछि बेर-बेर 


मोन पड़ेत छैक 

बेर-बेर पड़ैत छैक मोन 

“ने ओ नगरी, ते ओ ठाम" 
wast gaat ओ afear 


बुढ़ियाक anga माँगब 
सोन qa छेक 
एक-एक $ सबटा 


मान afg पड़त छेक घर? 


घर नहि मोन पड़त अछि 

वा घरे नहि मोन पाडत अछि 

चर ओ afg चिन्हि पबेए 

चा घरे ओकरा नहि चिन्हैए 

ate ओ गेल छल 

कि घरे mae गेल छल 

ई एकटा भयंकर समस्या अछि उपस्थित 


एहि मृन्हारि साँझमे _ 

जे निरन्तर गाढ़ भेल जा रहल-ए 
तेज आँचपर खौलेत दूध wai 
at oe अछि 

निरन्तर अस्पष्ट होइत जा रहल 
साँझक गाछ तर 

ओ ठाढ़ अछि 

ठकमकाएल 

साँझ क” घुरल सुग्गा जक 

घर के तकत 


साँझक गाछमे 
गाछक Alas सबड्रक दोगमे 
निरन्तर अस्पष्ट होइत गाम 


| 
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अआ गाममे sig ओ 
निरन्तर अस्पष्ट भेल जा रहल-ए 
निरन्तर 
बाढ़िमे आस्ते-आस्ते sqa 
आ अंततः; चक्कड़म होइत 
घर TFT 
बो अस्पष्ट भेल जा रहल-ए 
साँझ खन ग!ममे 
गाममे wie खन 
at क्लोन भेल जा रहल-ए 
आस्ते 7 आस्ते +* 
आस्ते "आस्ते ४ 
आस्ते आस्ते" 
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नये इलाके में 


इन नये बसते इलाकों में 
जहाँ रोज बन रहे हैं नये नये मकान 
मैं अक्सर रास्ता भूल जाता हूँ 


धोखा दे जाते हैं पुराने निशान 

खोजता हूँ ताकता पीपल का पेड़ 

खोजता हूँ ढहा हुआ घर 

और जमीन का खाली टुकड़ा जहाँ से बायें 

मुड़ना था मुझे 

फिर दो मकान बाद बिना रंग वाले लोहे के फाटक का 
घर था इकमंजिला 


और मैं हर बार एक घर पीछे 
चल देता हूँ 
या दो घर आगे ठकमकाता 


यहाँ रोज कुछ बन रहा है 

रोज कुछ घट रहा है 

यहाँ स्मृति का भरोसा नहीं 

एक ही दिन में पुरानी पड़ जाती है दुनिया 
जैसे वसन्त का गया पतझड़ को लौटा हूँ 
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जैसे बैशाख का गया भादों को लौटा हूँ 


अब यही है उपाय कि हर दरवाजा खटखटाओ 
और पूछो- 
क्या यही है वो घर ? 


समय बहुत कम है तुम्हारे पास 


आ चला पानी Set आ रहा अकास 
शायद पुकार ले कोई पहचाना ऊपर से देख कर 
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